necessity make his own interests identical with those of the medical profession. If, when /introducing a product to the medical profession, he misrepresents it, his chance of retaining their confidence is gone; he would have small opportunity of repeating the offence. It is to his interest to only introduce products which he believes will be of general utility to the profession, and, when practice proves his statements to be correct, he has simply to keep his product at the highest state of perfection to retain general confidence.
A further point in the legal aspect is the question of copyright. The Pharmacopceia Committee of the General Medical Council reported on May 28, 1908, as follows: " The attention of the Committee having been called to a recent publication which appeared to them to infringe thc Council's statutory rights in the Pharmacopoeia, the opinion of counsel was taken on the subject. The opinion confirmed the view taken by the Committee, and suggested the proper steps to be taken for the Council's protection. Acting on the legal advice thus obtained, representations were made to the publishers, with the result that the present issue of the publication has been stopped. Guarantees have also been furnished that future issues shall not be open to the like objection." The Pharmacopeeia Committee could not have done more to maintain their copyright and to protect public interests, because the book was issued by subscription and distributed before the Council could obtain legal adviceone of the most subtle forms of evasion of copyright.
The Codex has confused prescribers, was pernicious to the public, and it violated the first principle of literary copyright. The General Medical Council have earned the gratitude of both students and practitioners of medicine, as well as of pharmacy, for what they have done. For there is every reason to expect that the publishers of the Codex in future will avoid errors due more to want of thought than to want of knowledge.
Mr. F. W. GAMBLE said the paper read at the previous meeting by Professor Dixon was a very interesting one. He (the speaker) did not know why the discussion should take the form it had in the opening speech that evening-namely, an attack on the Codex. Professor Dixon might have referred to the Codex, but it was ndt more than a passing reference; the paper treated the subject very widely, and in such an admirable way as to avoid controversial matter.
With the general principles outlined he believed every pharmacist was in practical agreement. He was glad to find Professor Dixon drawing the necessary distinction between such medicines as were advertised to the public and the goods which were advertised and recommended to the medical man. The pharmacist had no sympathy with the former; in acting as a distributor of these, every medical man knew he was an unwilling agent, but the distribution of such medicines had become an unavoidable part of the pharmacist's business, no matter where his business might be situated.
He (the speaker) believed the trade was a harmful one, and that efforts should be made to stop it. He hoped the discussion would lead to the adoption of some practical remedy for improving the present state of affairs. In America the declaration of the formula of proprietary medicines was compulsory, and he believed it was required by law in many Continental countries. That was surely a simple requirement, which, if adopted in England, would work great improvement. It would be some protection of the public against themselves, in that it would show them the character of the material they were taking; and it would enlighten some medical men who might otherwise prescribe a patent medicine without knowing what it contained.
The impression which Mr. Beddoes had conveyed concerning the Codex was not the correct one. That speaker inferred that there was an antagonism, or some outstanding difference of opinion, between the Pharmaceutical Society, or the Council of that Society, and the General Medical Council. That, however, was not the case. The relations between those two bodies were entirely amicable on that subject. When the next Codex was issued, it would accord with the wishes of the General Medical Council. As to whether the Codex had been the cause of great harm to medicine, there was room for an opinion vastly different from that expressed by Mr. Beddoes, and he would be inclined to leave it to the opinions of the gentlemen present as to whether that was the case. He had heard equally forcible expressions, but to the contrary effect.
Dr. J. GRAY DUNCANSON said he thought the paper a very good and practical one. The sale of such remedies, especially the secret remedies, was, in his opinion, a great and dangerous evil in this country; and it was, to a certain extent, a slur upon the medical profession. The people were very apt to take things for granted in the absence of denial, and it is only recently, in this country at all events, that a proper scientific attempt has been made to expose the constitution of those
